APPLICATION FOR FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE
Revised 4/99 B 1O

IMPORTANT: Please consult the “Instructions for Completing the Project Application” for assistance in
completion of this form.

SUBDIVISION: Hamilton County CODE# 661- 00061

DISTRICT NUMBER:_2 COUNTY: Hamilton DATE_09 / 01 /99

CONTACT:_Ted Hubbard PHONE # (_513) _946 - 4268

(THE PROJECT CONTACT PERSON SHOULD BE THE INDIVIDUAL WHO WILL BE AVAILABLE ON A DAY.TO-DAY BASISDURING THE APPLICATION REVIEW AND
SELECTION PROCESS AND WHO CAN BEST ANSWER OR COORDINATE THE RESPONSE TO QUESTIONS)

FAX (513) 946-4288 E-MAIL__ ted.hubbard@engineer.hamilton-co.org

PROJECT NAME: FIELDS ERTEL/SNIDER ROAD INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENT

SUBDIVISION TYPE FUNDING TYPE REQUESTED PROJECT TYPE
{Check oniy 3) {Check All Raquested & &nter Amaunt) {Check Largest Companent)
X 1. County X 1. Grant §292.500.00 X 1. Road
_ 2 City _ 2. Loumn § __2. Bridge/Culvert
.3. Township __3. Loan Assistance § __3. Water Supply
__4. Village __ 4. Wastewater
__5. Water/Sanitary District __5. Solid Waste
(Section 6119 O.R.C.) __6. Stormmwater
TOTAL PROJECT COST: § 630.000.00 FUNDING REQUESTED: $292,500.00

DISTRICT RECOMMENDATION
To be completed by the District Committee ONLY

GRANT:S Lq‘?f 500 LOAN ASSISTANCE:S
SCIP LOAN: § RATE: % TERM: VIS,
RLP LOAN: § RATE: % TERM: yrs.

{Check only 1)
.. State Capltal Improvement Program ___Smull Government Program
?&Lomj Transportation Improvements Program

FOR OPWC USE ONLY
PROJECT NUMBER: C /C APPROVED FUNDING: §
Local Participation % Loan Interest Rate; %
OPWC Participation Yo Loan Term: years
Project Release Date: __ /[ Maturity Date:
OPWC Approval; Date Approved: ___/  /

SCIP Loan RLP Loan



1.0 PROJECT FINANCIAL INFORMATION

1.1 PROJECT ESTIMATED COSTS:

(Round to Nearest Dollar)

a.) Basic Engineering Services:

Preliminary Design
Final Design
Bidding
Construction Phase

2= I I

Additional Engineering Services
*[dentify services and costs below.

b.) Acquisition Expenses:
Land and/or Right-of-Way

c.) Construction Costs:
d.) Equipment Purchased Directly:
e) Permits, Advertising, Legal:
(Or Interest Costs for Loan Assistance

Applications Only)

f) Construction Contingencies:

g.) TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS:

*List Additional Engineering Services here:
Service:

.00
. 00
. 00
- 00

Cost:

FORCE ACCOUNT
TOTAL DOLLARS DOLLARS

5 .00
b 00
b 00

5 650.000.00

b .08
5 00
h) .00
b 650,000.00




1.2

a.)
h.)

c.)

d.)

e.)

1.3

PROJECT FINANCIAL RESOURCES:

(Round to Nearest Dollar and Percent)

DOLLARS %
Local In-Kind Contributions L) 00
Local Revenues ) 32.500.60 5
Other Public Revenues 5 .00
OoDOT 5 .00
Rural Development S 00
OEPA ) A0
OWDA s 00
CDBG i) 0
OTHER Warren County h 325,000.00 50
SUBTOTAL LOCAL RESOURCES: 3 357.500.00 55
OPWC Funds .
1. Grant b 202.500.00 45
2. Loan 8 00
3. Loan Asgistance 5 00
SUBTOTAL OPWC RESOURCES: h 292.500.00 45
TOTAL FINANCIAL RESOURCES: b 650.000.00 100%

AVAILABILITY OF LOCAL FUNDS:

Attach a statement signed by the Chief Financial Officer listed in section 5.2 certifying all local
share funds required for the project will be available on or before the earliest date listed in the
Project Schedule section.

ODOT PID# Sale Date:
STATUS: (Check one)
Traditional
Local Planning Agency (LPA)
State Infrastructure Bank




2.0

21

2.2

2.3

PROJECT INFORMATION

If project is multi-jurisdictional, information must be consolidated in this section.

PROJECT NAME: FIELDS ERTEL/SNIDER ROAD INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENT

BRIEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION - (Sections A through C):

A:  SPECIFIC LOCATION:

The project is located at the intersection of Fields Ertel Road & Snider Road and extends 700
feet from the intersection in each direction on both roads.

Please see attached schematic plan sheet.

PROJECT ZIP CODE: 45140

B: PROJECT COMPONENTS:

1.) Remove existing pavement surface.

2.} Full and partial depth pavement repairs

3.) Widen roadway for left turn lanes at each leg, as per plan
4.) Replace existing drive entrances

5.) Install storm sewer system

6.) Surface entire roadway with asphaltic concrete

7.} Install traffic control system

8.) Pavement striping

9.) Water works items as necessary

10.)  Grading, seeding & mulching as necessary

C: PHYSICAL DIMENSIONS / CHARACTERISTICS:

Project length is 2800 LF (total) with a width of 40 feet at each leg of the intersection

D: DESIGN SERVICE CAPACITY:

Detail current service capacity vs. proposed service level.
Road or Bridee: Current ADT _21.887 Year: 1998 Projected ADT: Year:

Water/Wastewater: Based on monthly usage of 7,756 gallons per household, attach current rate
ordinance, Current Residential Rate: § Proposed Rate: §

Stormwater: Number of households served:

USEFUL LIFE / COST ESTIMATE: Project Useful Life: _ 25 Years.

Attach Registered Professional Engineer’s statement, with original seal and signature confirming
the project's useful life indicated above and estimated cost.

4



3.0

REPAIR/REPLACEMENT or NEW/EXPANSION:

TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT REPAIR/REPLACEMENT

TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT NEW/EXPANSION

4.0

4.1
4.2
4.3
4.4

PROJECT SCHEDULE: *

Engineering/Design:

Bid Advertisement and Award:
Construction:
Right-of-Way/Land Acquisition:

BEGIN DATE

01/02/97
11/15/00
03/15/0t
01/01/00

3_650.00000

5_0.00

END DATE

08/31/98

12/15/00
10/30/ 01
11/30/00

* Failure to meet project schedule may result in termination of agreement for approved projects. Modification of dates
must be requested in writing by the CEO of record and approved by the commission once the Project Agreement has been
executed. The project schedule should be planned around receiving a Project Agreement on or about July |st.

5.0 APPLICANT INFORMATION:
5.1 CHIEF EXECUTIVE
OFFICER William W, Brayshaw
TITLE Hamilton County Engineer
STREET 138 E. Court Street
Room 700. CAB
CITY/ZIP Cincinnati, OH 45202
PHONE (513)946 - _4287
FAX (513)946 - 4288
E-MAIL william brayshaw(@engineer, hamilton-co.org
5.2 CHIEF FINANCIAL
OFFICER Dusty Rhodes
TITLE Hamilton County Auditor
STREET 138 East Court Street
Room 304. CAB
CITY/ZIP Cincinnati, OH 45202
PHONE (513)546 - 4045
FAX (513).946_ - 4043
E-MAIL auditor@fuse. net

53  PROJECT MANAGER
TITLE
STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX
E-MAIL

Timothy Gilday

Planning & Design Engineer

138 E. Court Street

Room 700, CAB

Cincinnati. OH 45202

(513)_946 - _426]
(513)_946 - 4288

tim. gilday(@engineer. hamilton-co.org

Changes in Project Officials must be submitted in writing from the CEOQ.



6.0 ATTACHMENTS/COMPLETENESS REVIEW:

Confirm in the blocks [ ] below that each item listed is attached.

[X] A certified copy of the legislation by the governing body of the applicant authorizing a designated
official to sign and submit this application and execute contracts. This individual should sign under
7.0, Applicant Certificatian, below.

[ X] A certification signed by the applicant’s chief financial officer stating all local share funds required
for the project will be available on or before the dates listed in the Project Schedule section. If the
application involves a request for loan (RLP or SCIP), a certification signed by the CFO which
identifies a specific revenue source for repaying the loan also must be attached. Both certifications
can be accomplished in the same letter,

[X] A registered professional engineer’s detailed cost estimate and useful {ife statement, as required in
164-1-13, 164-1-14, and 164-1-16 of the Ohio Administrative Code. Estimates shall contain an
engineer’s original seal ar stamp and signature.

[X ] A cooperation agreement (if the project involves more than one subdivision or district) which
identifies the fiscal and administrative responsibilities of each participant.

[ ] Projects which include new and expansion components and potentially affect productive farmiand
should include a statement evaluating the potential impact. If there is a potential impact, the
Governor’s Executive Order 98-VII and the OPWC Farmland Preservation Review Advisory apply.

[ X] Capital Improvements Report: (Required by O.R.C. Chapter 164.06 on standard form)

| X{ Supporting Documentation: Materials such as additional project description, photographs, economic
impact (temporary and/or full time jobs likely to be created as a resuit of the project), accident
reports, impact on scheol zones, and other information to assist your district committee in ranking
your project. Be sure to include supplements which may be required by your local District Public
Works Integrating Committee.

7.0  APPLICANT CERTIFICATION:

The undersigned certifies that: (1) he/she is legally authorized to request and aceept financial assistance from the
Ohio Public Works Commission; (2) to the best of histher knowledge and belief, all representations that are part of
this application are true and correct; (3) all official documents and commitments of the applicant that are part of
this application have been duly authorized by the governing body of the applicant; and, (4) should the requested
financial assistance be pravided, that in the execution of this project, the applicant will comply with all assurances
required by Ohio Law, including those involving Buy Ohio and prevailing wages.

Applicant certifies that physical construction on the project as defined in the application has NOT begun, and will
not begin until a Project Agreement on this project has heen execufed with the Ohio Public Works Commission.
Action to the contrary will result in termination of the agreement and withdrawal of Ohio Public Works
Commission funding of the project,

William W. Brayshaw. P.E.. P.S . Hamilton County Engineer

Certifying Representative (Type or Print Name and Title)

W20 MMW Gy 7-97

Signature/Date Signed




Qovuty of Hamilton

WILLIAM W. BRAYSHAW, PE.-P.S. COUNTY ENGINEER
' T COUNTY ADMUNISTRATION BUILDIENG
138 EAST COURT STREET
CINCINNATL OMLY 4520121232

PHURSE (313 404250 FAN (FI3) Udp-i0HK

September 17, 1899
STATUS OF FUNDS REPORT

Project: FIELDS ERTEL/SNIDER ROAD INTERSECTICON IMPROVEMENT

This is to certify that the sum of $357,500.00 is available as
the local matching funds in connection with the application for
State Capital Improvement Funds for the above mentioned project,
with $£325,000.00 from Warren County, and $32,500.00 from Hamilton

County.

The source o©f the loccal match will be Road and Bridge Funds
from each county. Local matching funds will be encumbered and
certified upon completion of the Project Agreement with the Ohio
Public Works Commission.

Chief Executive Officer: MM
ILLIAM W. YSHAW, BAE.-P.S.

HAMITTON COUNTY ENGINEER

Chief Financilal Officer: W

DUSTY RHODES
HAMILTON COUNTY AUDITOR




From the Olfice of

e Warren oW1 {neineer
Th C ty ng

Neil F. Tunison, P.E., P.S.

105 Markey Road + Lebanon, Ohio 45036 * Office (513) 695-1364
August 16, 2000

Mr. William Brayshaw, P.E., P.S.
Hamilton County Engineer
10480 Burlington Road
Cincinnati, Ohio 45231

Attn: Mr. Joe Cottrill
Re: Availability of Funds

Fields-Ertel & Snider Road — Intersection Improvement Project
Dear Mr. Cottrill;

The Warren County Engineer’s Office share of $325,000 for the Fields-Ertel & Snider
Road Intersection Improvement Project has been appropriated as part of the 2000 Road & Bridge
Budget.

Therefore, these funds will become encumbered and will be available upon final
execution of a construction contract for the above mentioned project.

If you have any questions concerning this letter, please contact this office.

Sincerely,

P N

Neil F. Tunison, P.E., P.S.
Warren County Engineer

cc: file
N. Tunison



Qovnty of Hamiltan

WILLIAM W. BRAYSHAW, P.E.-P.S. COUNTY ENGINEER
0 COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING
138 EAST COURT STREET
CINCINNATL, OHID 45202-1232

PHONE t313) 04642350 FAKR 1513) Qb4 284

STATEMENT OF USEFUL LIFE

As required by Chapter 164-1-13 of the Ohio Administrative
Code, I hereby certify that the Fields Ertel/Snider Road
Intersection Improvement project will have a useful life of at
least 25 vyears.

CONSTRUCTION COSTS:

The opinion of Project Construction Costs is based on current
unit price experience and is subject to adjustment upon completion
of detailed plans and receipt of an acceptable proposal by a

qualified contractor.

WILLIAM W, BRAYSI-LAW P.E,, -
HAMILTON COUNTY ENGINEER




"PROJECT : FIELDS ERTEL/SNIDER ROAD INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENT
ENG. EST.: 5650,000.00

REF [TEM
NO  NO.
7 20
2 202
3 202
4 202
& 202
6 202
7 202
8 202
8 203
10 203
11 203
12 263
13 31
14 402
16 404
16 452
17 603
18 603
19 603
20 603
217 603
22 601
23 604
24 604
25 604
26 604
27 607
28 609
23 614
30 619
31 823
32 653
23 659
34 SPL
35 sPL
38 SPL
37 SPL
38 SPL
3% SsPL
40 sSPL
41  SPL
42 SPL
43 SPL
44 SPL

DESCRIPTION

CLEARING AND GRUBBING
CONCRETE DRIVE APRONS REMOVED
WEARING COURSE REMOVED

PLUG & ABANDON CONDUIT

SIGN REMOVED

HEAD WALL REMOVED

TREE REMOVED

PIPE REMOVED 24" & UNDER
EXCAVATION NOT INCL. EMBANKMENT
EMBANKMENT

SUBGRADE COMPACTION

FULL DEPTH PAVEMENT REPAIR
BITUMINOUS AGGREGATE BASE
ASPHALT CONCRETE, AC-20

ASPHALT CONCRETE, AC-20, AS PER PLAN
PPCCP, 7" (DRIVES)

12" CONDUIT, TYPE B, 706.02, CL. IV

15" CONDUIT, TYPE B, 706.02, CL. IV

18" CONDUIT, TYPEAR, 706.02, CL. IV
21" CONDUIT, TYPE B, 706.02, CL. IV

24" CONDUIT, TYPE B, 706.02, CL. IV
ROCK CHANNEL PROT. , TYPE C, W/FILTER
CATCH BASIN, CB-2-3

CATCH BASIN, CB-2-2-8

SAN. MANHOLE AD.. TO GRADE (RINGS)
RECON. SAN. MANHOLE ADJ. TO GRADE
CHAIN LINK FENCE

CURB, TYPE 6

MAINTAINING TRAFFIC

FIELD OFFICE

CONSTRUCTION LAYOUT STAKES
TOPSOIL FURNISHED AND PLACED
SEEDING AND MULGHING

FENCE REMOVED FOR RE-USE OR STORAGE

CINCINNATI WATER WORKS ITEMS
CONTINGENCY ITEMS

TRAFFIC CONTROL SIGNALS

EROSION CONTROL

PAVEMENT JOINT FABRIC AS PER PLAN
RELOCATE MAIl. BOX AS PER PLAN
TRAFFIC CONTROL

AS BUILT STORM SEWER DRAWINGS
PERFORMANCE BOND

PUBLIC WORKS INSPECTOR

TOTAL

UNIT

LS
8Y
5Y
EA
EA
EA
EA
LF
cYy
cY
sY
SY
cY
cY
cYy
5Y
LF
LF
LF
LF
LF
cYy
EA
EA
EA
EA
LF
LF
LS
Ls
Ls
cy
sY
LF
LS
Ls
LS
LS
LF
EA
LS
LS
LS
HR

QUANT

1
164
486

20

59
528
3,618
1,958
4,000
100
1,438
277
agg
303
188
791

UNIT

10,000.00
5.00

2.50
100.00
25.00
1,060.00
100.00
15.00
16.00
15.00
2.00
126.00
65.00
§5.00
65.00
35.00
45.00
55.00
65.00
75.00
85.00
65.00
1,000,00
1,000.00
750.00
1,000.00
100.00
12.00
32,000.00
5,000.00
5,000,00
35.00
5.00
25.00
100,000.00
€5,000.00
45,096,00
1,000.00
2.00
50.00
2,500.00
5,000.00
5,000.00
25,00

TOTAL

%10,000.00
$820.00
$1,215.00
$200.00
£500.00
$2,000.00
55,900.00
$7,920.00
$64,270.00
$29,370.00
$8,000.00
$12,500.00
$93,470.00
$18,005.00
£26,285.00
$10,605.00
$8,460.00
$43,505.00
$1,235.00
$8,850.00
$4,845.00
$87.10
$5,000.00
$3,000.00
$3,000.00
$3,000.00
$1,200.00
$3,432.00
532,000.00
$5,000.00
$5,000.00
$5,600.00
$18,400.00
$300.00
$100,000.00
$65,000.00
$45,096.00
$1,000,00
$3,530.00
$900.00
$2,500.00
$5,000.00
56,000.00
$250.00

$660,000.00



VICINITY MAP




Wi s el
VOL. 263

. AUG 28 ia¢
RESOLUTION IMAGE S 7225

APPOINTING WILLIAM W. BRAYSHAW, P.E., P.5., HAMILTON COUNTY
ENGINEER, AS CHIEF EXECUTIVE QFFICER OF HAMILTON COUNTY FOCR
PURPQOSES QF APPLYING FOR INFRASTRUCTURE FUNDING

BY THE BOARD:

WHEREAS, the State Capital Improvement Program and Local Transportation
Improvement Program provide for infrastructure funding; and

WHEREAS, the District 2 Integrating Committee is accepting applications
for projects within #Hamilton County, the State of Chio; and

WHEREAS, Hamilton County is applying for infrastructure repair and
replacement projects; and

WHEREAS, the 0Ohio Public Works Commission requires that a Chief
Executive Qfficer be appointed;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of County Commissioners o:f
Hamilton County, Ohio, that William W. Brayshaw be appointed to the position
of Chief Executive Officer for the Political Subdivision of Hamilton County
for the purpose of apolying for infrastructure funding and to exscute such
agrsements with the Ohio Public Works Commission.

ADOPTED at a resgularly adjourned meeting of the Boaxd of County
Commissioners of Hamilton County, Chio, this 28th day of Auqust, 1996.

Mr., Bedinghaus AYE Mr. Dowlin AYE ) Mr. CGuckenberger AYE

CERTIFICATE OF CLERX

IT IS HIZIREBY CERTIFIED that the foregoing 1s a true and correct
transcript of a resolution adopted by the Board of County Commissioners in
session the 28th day of August, 1996.

IN WITNESS WEEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affiixed the Off:;.c:*'a'l

Seal of the 0ffice of the Board of County Commissioners of E
Ohia, this 28th day of Augﬁzf::iiiii\ (/////;m;
//MM//VJ

1ln§é23n10u0, Clerk
Boar nty Commissioners

Kiifigzlton County, Ohio




Qounty of Hawilfon

WILLIAM W. BRAYSHAW, P.E.-P.S. COUNTY ENGINEER

00 COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING
138 EAST COURT STREET
CINCINNATL QHIO 432)2-1232

PHONE (313) 464250 FAX ¢313) 9401248

CERTIFICATION OF TRAFFIC COUNT

As required by the District 2 Integrating Committee, I hereby
certify that the traffic counts herein attached to the Fields

Ertel/Snider Road Intersection Improvement project application are
a true and accurate count done by the Hamilton County Engineer's

Office, Traffic Division.

-

o .__7 o
WILLIAM W. BRAYSHAW, /£ .E.- P.S.
HAMILTON COUNTY ENGINEER
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Willizn ¥, Brayshav P.3.-

2.s,

weather . Sunnpy & Hot Hamiltoa County Engineer Study Name: PRRTSHID
Counted 3y: §. Peidman Traffic Departmeat §ite Code @ COR0G040
{ount Days: Tueeday & Fednesday Tom Langenbrunner, Traffic Supervisor Starc Date: 07/28/93%
Townedip : Sycamore/$ymzes Tvps. Pags 1
Vepicie group ! )
Snider Read Pields Brtel Rd Saider Poad Prolds Britel 18
From Yorch Prom Zast Prom South Trom West
start fiatrvl
TiEe kefr  Thry Righe:  Geft  Thrw  Riapt ef Thry  Right]| left  Thry R;uaz5 Toral
arp ! A0 14300 1.a30 14300 14300 1430 14300 1430 1.430 1,410 1.43D 2.430i
g7/i8/98 E
96,00 1168 iG53 746 1187 4118 1021 {69 2196 163 143 4173 535 31887
§ Apr. .7 307 44l 187 63 d .9 512 3, 12,3 18.5 9.:;
1ot 10,3 7.4 14 §.4 8.7 7.1 10,0 7.4 I 21,8 L5
Snider Road
2098 3967
749 i 23@?
93142
Fields Ertel Rd
5336 < @7./28/98 T 122
Eﬁsﬂan
n4g9 - 86 : BGam « 4138
11433 2i8s7 13111
— 1187
4773 y L
555 U — 8764
! Fields Frtel Rd
N
sgey
v T
2268 2196
9 1623
Snideyr Road

24 Hour Count racor = 143

Fields Ertel Road & Snider Road
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: ' Rilliam ¥. Brayshav 7.8.-7 §.
Weather © Sueny & Hot Hanilten County Enginee:

i _ Study Name; PORTSNID
Covoted 3y: 5, Peldman Traffic Departmeat §ite Code ; 00000002
Count Days: Tuesday & Wednesday Ton Langerbrunner, Traffic Seperyisor Start Date: 07/28/98
Townsaip ! Sycamere/Sysmmes Twps, Page 1
Vehicle growp 1
Snider Koad Fields Breel Rd Saider Road 7ields 2rtal 24
Fron Nerth Fren Zast Prom South Troc Mest
stars Iatovl,
Tioe Left  Thry  Rieh¢l o beft  Thry  Hahtl  Left  Thpw  Right!  iefy  Thry  Rieit| Tatsl
17/25/9% '
{6:90 1656 1439 524 §10 2894 5 12 1536 1135 £ EIRE] EEE‘ 18307
tapr. 45,7 39.7 144 18,6 £5.1 1 10.3 217 i7.8 12.1 75.8 E,Ef ’
bolot. 16.3 9.4 iy 54 8.9 7.1 MU T4 14 1.3 I3
fnider Reoad
1439 277
524 1656
d | Lot
£§394
Fields Ertel R4
3746 B7/28/98 T 71s
BBEGGaH
Spa My 06 : d0am + 2894
. 7956 15387 18568
1338 — P g 83e
388 L — 6129
Filelds Ertel R4
N
5656
v 5 T r
2657 1536
328 1135
Snider Road

12 Hour Count
Fields Ertel Road & Snider Road



2277 oyl MARIO UM U ZhulIDT 3 urmaln STa o ow ey N ye -
¥illiam ¥. Brayshaw P.3.-P.35.
keather  : Sunny & Kot Kanilten County 3nginser Study Naze: PERTSHID
Couatzd By: §. Peldman Traffic Departzent Site Code : 00000000
fount Days: Tuesday 3 Wednesday Tom Langenbrunner, Traffic Supervisor Start Dace; 91/2§/9%
Teunsiiy : Sycamore/Symmes Twps. Fage ol
Vehicle group 1
Snider Road Fields Zrtei R4 Snider Road Pields 3rtel 2d
From Horth from 3ast From South Proz West
ftart Intovl,
Tize Left  Thru Rsghty left  Thry Eyeht: Left  Thew  Rjoht| Geft  Thpy  Riaht! Tota]
S REL
9600 18 i1 6 U 19 3 3 12 ] : 13 0 §2
115 1t 12 b § 15 17 4 17 5 i &3 1 7182
0€:30 42 i 7 3 i 13 5 17 5 g {7 5 112
f6:4% 84 15 11 U it} 17 3 18 11 L i i 183
Your 149 i1 il AN ic £ 15 1 2 i 144 0 73
17:00 §2 15 1% b g 14 § 18 17 10 bl i 293
1713 Al 59 17 15 53 12 & i ig 13 g2 12 119
97:30 6 ¥ 11 12 87 g i i il i &4 ? 364
87:48 50 £3 17 12 13 16 4 il 11 1i §8 1 116
four 119 204 54 £0 215 45 6 199 &3 1 363 13 i1l
08:04 5 53 16 1 48 10 19 1§ 3 13 94 19 179
25:18 40 11 14 21 51 11 8 1 19 i 103 15 368
#8:10 i3 8 12 10 45 11 8 H 28 1 109 b 148
0845 16 26 4 1 L] 13 § 28 21 8 37 12 126
Hour 162 138 5 89 187 i1 ¥ t27 ) i 403 5 1416
09:90 1 1 11 14 ¥ It B 7 12 § 3 2 243
08:1% 30 3] 1 16 n 3 1 1 Y 17 i 8 il
09: 0 A 29 1 il 16 15 3 U 9 14 §9 ) 385
09:43 21 P! 11 1 i i 1 16 17 16 93 10 28]
Hour 122 103 it 3 168 54 i} a1 0 19 ERM i 1y
16:00 1 2] 5 14 £ i0 4 19 16 8 M £ 289
16:15 n i 2 1] 11 13 7 Y L : il { 236
10:39 11 25 i i 13 13 il ! 16 § iz i 52
10:4% ry 14 b i 60 15 Z 15 ! b ih § 148
Hour 3t B3 3 3t 0 Ly 1 72 n if i 18 1915
1100 n 16 10 i4 44 13 § 2 19 7 &1 il %4
118 27 28 5 14 ¥, 20 i it i i1 bl § 188
13:30 15 18 4 18 47 i6 $ 11 54 § 108 i3 166
11:45 13 11 12 L X 3 7 21 4 11 i3 i 148
Bour 127 3 47 £5 210 17 18 83 150 BT n b 1254
12:060 3 1% § 19 14 i3 i0 13 1 15 30 12 319
12:18 ik 11 4 2 40 1§ b 2 5 10 76 7 31k
12:30 I 20 i i i1 iy i 18 12 16 35 ! AL
12:45 25 17 10 it il 268 1 ib 101 3 1 g 31
jourf 116 84 27 109 306 I 1 g 49 4 40| 1368
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: Willisz ¥. 3rayshav P.E.-?.5.
Hesther ¢ Sunmy & 3ot Samilton County Zngineer Study Hame: FIRTSNID

Counted Ey: S. Feldman Traffic Departuent Site Code : 00400000
Count Days: Tuesday & Wednesday Tor Lapaenbruaner, Traffiec Supervigor Stare Date: 07/28/98
Towaship : Sycamore/Symmes Twps. Page : 3
Yenicle oroup 1 )
Snider Road Pieids 3riel id Snider Road Fields Errel id
From Horkh 7rom Zast Prom South From Yest
Start Metrvi,
Iige teft  thro  Raghe! tefr  Thry Ryghit! o Left  Thry Rishe: Left  Thew  Riehr! Togal
11:08 i 8 16 16 36 18 14 1 30 5 18 8 187
1518 14 i 12 LY 10 19 3 1 28 1 78 7 12
13:30 i 19 1 15 k! 17 7 18 18 ! i1 § s
13145 14 2 5 11 77 5 7 13 21 g % Ul 79
Heur 19 91 {1 94 11z 59 7 100 100 i 181 9 LY
1400 19 16 1 15 i i3 10 i i T b1 g 292
H:18 it i § 6 £5 18 5 2 13 8 8z 5 15§
14:39 18 11 1 i7 §3 25 9 2 11 il 35 12 190
14:45 i i il 1 71 17 1 4! 1l § hl 3 115
Hour 105 78 1 81 363 i1 18 128 L1 15 234 14 1193
15:40 45 2 § i1 b1 3! 4 i 3 7 §1 10 104
15:15 40 b 10 15 64 14 4 18 2 13 &0 11 118
15;30 {0 18 1] 0 il 16 13 27 21 11 18 5 1t
1348 32 Y ki 28 1) I3 3 40 29 1} 6l 8 148
Hour 171 112 il 74 268 12 16 119 4 43 226 Ml 1w
16:00 i it 1 2 ¥ 1 10 B2 13 10 11 5 173
18:15 12 1t 14 bt 101 5 5 50 29 11 35 5l 110
16:30 18 44 H 18 81 14 ] LY 28 15 57 12 416
16:49 40 48 11 18 36 14 § §1 36 1 i1 11 11
four 161 161 1] 7 128 i3 2 241 112 &1 31 i1 1580
17:60 40 19 18 11 1 16 ] 6 12 20 80 11 H
17:15 iy 18 10 16 18 11 3 70 i 20 &3 K 157
1.1 1 58 11 20 81 8 4 15 23 n 1 H (16
17:45 15 42 16 18 8 1 4 11 i B i 120
Hour 143 187 56 1 i3 18 14 247 143 §2 280 EG! 1638
Total| 16886 1439 534 §10  28%4 7% g 183 1138 i 1138 185) 15167
tApr. 5.7 197 144 13.6 £5.1 16.1 1.9 51.2 178 2.3 8.5 5.1 .
t iot. 10.8 9.4 1.4 5.4 3.9 4.6 2.1 10.0 7.4 1.4 1.3 2.3
Peak Bour Analysis By Sntire Intersecticn for the Period: 96:00 on 07/28/98 to 11:45 on 97/23/52
Tine 07:30 97:30 07:30 07130
Yol. 139 16 52 75 116 L1 1 128 1 50 m 11
et i0.4 4.1 11.2 1.3 57.2 1.1 1.2 35 10,60 10.5 79.3 8.3
Total in7 151 112 414
Righ | 07045 07145 1840 08:15
Vol 58 8} 1 14 71 10 19 16 24 7 i3 38
Total 132 100 70 138
PEF 0.584 0.2877 ¢.818 0.548
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HCM: SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION SUMMARY Version Z2.4e
Center For Microcomputers In Transportation
Strests: (E-W) FIELDS ERTEL {(N-5) SNIDER
Anzlyst: TBH File Name: HCPFSE.HCS
Area Type: Other ©-10-9% PM PK
Comment : EXISTING TRAFFIC EXISTING GEQOMETRICS SIMULATING 4 WAY STOP
BEastbound Westbound Northbound Southkbound
L T R L T R L T R i T R
No. Lanes > 1 <« 0 2 =1 <0 0 =131 < 0 0 =1 <0
Volumes 68 287 36 70 323 53 18 276 134| 156 176 73
Lane W (ft) 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0
RTOR Vols C o 0] 0
Lost Time 3.00 3.00 3.00|3.00 3.00 3.00|3.00 3.00 3.00|232.00 23.00 3.00
Signal Operations
Phase Combination 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
EE Left * NB Left *
Thru * Thru *
Right * Right *
Peds Peds
WB Left * SB Left *
Thru * Thru *
Right * Right ®
Peds Feds
NB Right EB  Right
SB Right W3 Right
Green 6.0P Green &.0F
Yellow/AR 4.0 Yellow/AR 4.0
Cycle Length: 20 secs Phase combination ordexr: #1 #5
Intersection Performance Summary
Lane Group: Adj Sat v/ec g/C Approach:
Mvmt s Cap Flow Ratio Ratio Delay LOS Delay LOS
BB LTR 436 1246 0.598 0.350 37.5 D 37.% D
WEB LTR 455 i28% 1.091 0.350 68.3 E 68.3 F
NB LTR 50¢2 1453 0.936 0.350 22.8 C 22.8 C
5B LTR 333 982 1.351 0.350 * * * *
Inctersection Delay = * (sec/veh) Intersection LOS = *

(g/C)*{(V/c)

is greater than one.

Calculation of D1 is infeasible.



HCM: SIGNALTZED TINTERSECTION SUMMARY Version 2.4e 08-10-199°%
Center For Microcomputers In Transportation

Streets: (E-W) FIELDS ERTEL {(N-S) SNIDER

Analyst: TBHE File Name: HCPFSES.HC9

Area Type: Other §-10-92 PM FK

Comment: EXISTING TRAFFIC EXISTING GECMETRICS WITH PROP SIGNAL

Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound

L T R L T R L T R L T R

No. Lanes 0 =1 < 0O 0 > 1 < 0 0 > 1 < © 0 >1 < 0

Volumes £8 287 36 70 323 53 i8 276 134 156 1786 73

Lane W (ft) 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0

RTOR Vols 0 0 0 G

Lost Time 3.00 3.00 3.00(|3.00 3.00 3.00|3.00 3.00 3.00|2.00 3.00 3.00

Signal Operations

Phase Combination 1 2 3 4 5 & 7 8
EB Letft * NB Left *
Thru * Thru *
Right * Right *
Peds Peds
WB Left * SB Left *
Thru * Thru *
Right * Right *
Peds Peds
NB Right EB Right
SB  Right WB Right
Green 48.0P Green 64 .0P
Yellow/AR a.0 Yellow/AR 4.0
Cycle Length: 120 gecs Phase combination order: #1 #5
Intersection Performance Summary
Lane Group: adj Ssat v/c g/C Approach:
Myvmts Cap Flow Ratio Ratio Delay LOS Delay LOS
EB LTR 435 1065 1.001 0.408 60.3 F 60.3 r
WB LTR 477 11638 1.0490 0.408 70.1 F 70.1 ¥
NB LTR 7684 1448 0.607 0.542 15.3 C 15.3 C
SB LTR 364 673 1.235 0.542 * * * *
Intersection Delay = * (sec/veh) Intersection LOS = *
{(g/C)*{(V/c) is greater than one. Calculation cf Dl is infeasible.



BECM: SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION SUMMARY Version 2.4e 09-17-1395
Center For Microcomputers In Transportation

Streets: (E-W)} FIELDS ERTEL (N-S) SNIDER
Analyst: TBH File Name: HCPFS5P99.HC?
Area Type: Other ©-9-599 PM PX
Comment : EXISTING TRAFFIC PROPOSED GEOMETRICS
Ezgtbound Westbound Northbound Scuthbound

L T R L T R L T R L T R
Nc. Lanes i 1 < 0 1 i o< 0 1 1 =0 1 1 < 0
Volumes 68 287 36 70 323 E3 13 276 134 158 176 73
Lane W (ft)|12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0
RTOR Vols 0 0 0 0
Lost Time 3.00 3.00 3.00(3.00 3.00 3.00|3.00 3.00 2.00]3.00 2.00 2.00

Signal Operations

FPhase Combination 1 2 3 4 5 & 7 b2
EB Left * i NB Left *
Thru * Thru *
Right * Right *
Peds Peds
WB Left * * SB  Left * *
Thru * Thru * *
Right * Right * *
Peds Peds
NB Right EB Right
SB Right WB Right
Green 12.0P 41 .0P GCreen g.0P 43.0P
Yellow/AR 4.0 4.0 Yellow/AR 4.0 4.0
Cycle Length: 120 secs Phase combinatiocon order: #1 #2 #S #6
Intersection Performance Summary
Lane Group: 2dj Ssat v/e g/C Approach:
Mvmts Cap Flow Ratio Ratio Delay LOS Delay LOS
ER L 281 1776 0.270 0.483 14 .9 B 23.1 C
TR 641 1832 0.560 0.350 24 .8 C
WEB I 324 1770 0.241 0.483 i4.2 B 24 .7 C
TR 638 1823 0.655 0.350 26.7 D
NB L 287 783 0.070 0.387 18.8 C 26.7 D
TR 650 1771 0.702 0.367 27.0 D
5B L 203 1770 0.852 0.487 37.0 D 23.7 C
TR 831 1781 0.333 0.4867 15.5 C
Intersection Delay = 24.86 sec/veh Intersection LOS = C

Lost Time/Cycle, L = 12.0 sec Critical v/c(x) 0.673



HCM: SIGNALIZED INTERSECTICN SUMMARY Version 2.4e 09-17-199%
Center For Microcomputers In Transportation

Streets: (E-W) FIELDS ERTEL {N-5) SNIDER
Analyst: TBH File Name: HCPFSP10.HCS
Area Type: Other §-5-59% PM PK
Comment: 10 YR PROJ TRAFFIC & PROPOSED GEOMETRICS
Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound

L T R L T R L T R L T R
No. Lanes 1 1 < 0 1 1 < 0 i 1 < 0 1 1 < 0
Voclumes 92 387 49 S5 43¢ 72 24 373 181 211 233 99
Lane W (ft)|12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0 i2.0 12.0 12.0 12.0
RTOR Vols 0 0 o 0
Lost Time 3.00 3.00 2.00(|3.00 3.00 3.00(3.00 3.00 3.00]3.00 2.00 3.00

Signal Operations

Phase Combination 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 g
ER Left * * NB Left *
Thru * Thru *
Right * Right *
Peds Peds
WB Left * * SB Left * *
Thru * Thru * *
Right * Right * *
Peds Peds
NB ERight EB Right
sB  Right WB Right
Green 12.0P 38.0F Green 11.0P 43.0P
Yeilow/AR 4.0 4.0 Yellow/AR 4.0 4.0
Cycle Length: 120 secs Phase combination order: #1 #2 #5 #6
Intersection Performance Summary
Lane Group: Adj Sat v/c g/C Rpproach:
Mvmt s Cap Flow Ratio Ratic Delay LOS Delay LOS
EB I 254 1770 0.402 0.458 19.4 cC 31.6 D
TR 58% 1832 0.813 0.325 34 .1 D
WE L 254 1770 0.417 0.458 18.3 C 44 0 E
TR 593 18213 0.952 0.325 48.8 E
NB L 220 600 0.123 0.367 1.2 c 43 .8 E
TR 850 1771 0.947 0.367 44§ B
SB L 239 1770 0.979 0.492 65.38 F 34.6 D
TR B75 1781 0.427 0.492 i5.1 C
Intersection Delay = 38.7 sec/veh Intersecticn LOS = D

Lost Time/Cycle, L = 5.0 sec Critical v/c{x) 0.895



HCM: SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION SUMMARY Version 2.4e 08-17-199%
Center For Microcomputers In Transportation

Streets: (E-W) FIELDS ERTEL {(N-S) SNIDER
Analyst: TBH File Name: HCPFSP10.HCS
Areaz Type: Cther 9-9-3%9 PM PK
Comment: 20 YR PROJ TRAFFIC & PROPOSED GECMETRICS
Eastbound Westbound Northbound Southbound

L T R L T R L T R L T R
Nc. lLanes 1 1 <« 0 1 1 < O 1 1 < 0 1 1 < 0
Volumes 114 488 61| 119 549 20 21 465 228 265 2899 124
Lane W (ft)|12.0 12.0 12.0 12.¢ 12.0 12.0 12.0 12.0
RTOR Vols 0 0 0 O
Lost Time 3.00 3.00 2.0033.0C 3.00 3.00:!3.00 3.00 3.0C0(3.00 2.00 3.00

Phase Combinaticn 1 2 S 6 7 8
EB Left * * NB Leit *
Thru * Thru *
Right * Right *
Peds Peds
WB Left * * SB Letft * *
Thru * Thru * *
Right * Right * *
Peds Peds
NB Right EB Right
SB Right WB Right
Green i2.0P 38.0P Green 11.0p 43.0P
Yellow/AR 4.0 4.0 Yellow/AR 4.0 4.9
Cycle Length: 120 secs Phase combinaticn order: #1 #2 #5 #6
Intersection Performance Summary
Lane Group: Adj Sat v/c g/C Approach:
Mvmt s Cap Flow Ratio Ratio Delay LOS Delay LCs
ER L 254 1770 0.508 0.458 20.8 C 57.8 E
TR 585 1832 1.025 0.325% 65.8 F
WB L 254 1770 0.520 0.458 20.9 C * *
TR 593 1823 1.198 0.325 * *
NB L 125 341 0.272 0.367 20.86 C * *
TR 650 1771 1.182 0.367 * *
SB L 239 1770 L.230 0.492 * i * *
TR B76 1781 0.537 0.492 16.5 C
Intersection Delay = * (sec/veh) Intersection LOS = *

(g/C)*(V/c) is greater than one. Calculation of D1 is infeasible.
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. 1 ' N M
| | | _ Hm_wme ction Hﬂawo-. ! m |
_ | . ! | Pavement Database: HAMCO97! : 4
Report cu.n. 82399 | . | : |
m=a2§=5. | _ i !

Selection! O-._qm-._mﬂ Where BranchlID = "(004" And SectionlD ="CI" A | W !
m m_..:.n O..=mn_= None _? _ | i i |
| | | L |

: H i 1 i

Zmnﬂe.._n NONE ZEHBQ. E.EJNFHOZ OOG.Z_E. ENGINEER _ |

Branch: ; 004 i ZnEn. m.HmH.Um ERTEL n Use: MTRPOCL

man:c:. 1 Cl1 m:ﬁ.ﬂon. b.%rﬂ _ Family | NEW LPO AAC H..mn» Const: | 11/ 1/93

, * From: mZHUmw. ;mqwu CwWw ow-_ Te: mmmOGZU RAMP H.: mcmwm

| nnname.u L Ncnm. mﬁﬁ ?E_n S Street ,_.,u._ua. Shoulder: on&o. o 00 Lanes:

_ . Length Width | Area

M” ‘ 4, wmwc .00 M_m.oo wuuqmo_.oo

| _
bmmﬂ Hme mem a%ﬁmw m%ﬂ@wmm PCI ﬂwam mz mrmswamh Ocmn%HH FOD SN&0 8N&O
ACNPCN| PCTOPER MARKING| Samples mznqmwma m ! _ ¢ |
10/02/1997 ; ¢ 5.|90 W M M m _ m
| , M _ | | w _ | m
| sample Number Type Size Units m | " ! m
02 R 2,300. mm_ 4 _ | |
| M | | _
UHmﬂhmMm Ummnhpvﬂwob mm< Quantity Units :
|7 EDGE CR L] 30.01 LF | | |
10 L & T CR L 18. LF | M
. mmavwm zcawmw Hh@m Size Gﬁwdm “
.12 | wm 2,200. mmﬁ “ | ‘
“ _ : |
m Distr w Dmmnhpﬁnyﬂb qu ocmbﬁwﬁ% Units w
: “ 17 EDGE CR | L . 67.02 LF | :
|9 LANE SH DROP | | 16.01 LF | _
10 L &'T CR | L: . 22.0% LF
Sample ZEE@mH Type | Size Units m
22 | R | 2,400. SF! i
Distress Description w ; Sev o mﬂﬁwﬁ% Units
| : i i !




| ]
| * menn on Report
| | Pavement Datlzbase: HAMCO97
uwmﬂoun_#p»m.m\mu
M_EZHEQ.
Selection ﬁ_..ma_,_u*. ‘Where BranchID = "004" And SectionID ="C1"
maun_ n..:.m_._m_" None
i r
|7 EDGE CR L 53.01 LF
| 10 L &|T CR L 58.01 LF
W, i1 earcH/ur cut L .i_. SF
i
: ! _ {
mmhﬁu.m zEaumH .H.%wﬁm Size Units _
32 m W R 2,200. SF ﬁ
wadhmw Description Sev ozmbﬁpww Units
: EDGE CR L 100. M LF
: '7 EDGE CR M 59.02 LF
10 L &/ T CR L 17. LF
10 L. &{T CR L 17. LF
mxﬂhm@owmﬁma UHmﬂHmmm ozmwﬂpﬁwam
i
: meﬂmmmm menmwvﬁwon M Sev ozmbﬁwﬁ% cnpﬁm
7 EDGE CR| : L 2,576.66 LF
_ 7 EDGE CR . M 608.09 LF
| 9 LANE SH|DROP M Sp 1 bm
10 Li& T CR L 1,360.48 LF
11 PATCH/UT CUT L 525.5 mm
SR NN S I A A SO AN S N
“ _ m ) ]
w+* Percent of Um&ﬂnﬁ Values mwmma on Distress Z%nwmawms ok
1 B I e SV P -
Load _ memdw& meﬁhmmm = 57:0 mmhwmbﬂ Umaﬁoﬁ <chm
Climate/Durability memﬂwa Distress T 16,0 mmﬁmmnﬁ Umacnw <mH:m
Other | Related memhmmm = 27.0 mmHOmsw Umaﬁnﬂ value
| | | | _ |
" | W W _

Jensgity

2.

ro

15
65
51
45
56

Umncm#
5.94
m.@m
4.22
3.31
1.21




ReportDate: 8/23/99

Site ZuEm.

ma_maju Criterla: Whese BranchID =
Sort Criterta: None

|
|
|

?mﬁmﬂ?ﬁ ﬁmwoi

.mnﬁmuaman Darabase: HAMCO9

|

"004" And Sectionib ="B"

-

~)

|
Z%E._un NONE

ZnEm ?FHOZ OO% mZQE EER

93

w..mun_-_" 004 2“55 mﬁr_um ERTEL Use: EA.W@OO__L
Sectlon: B m.:._.uﬂn. AAC Family NEW AC AAC Last Const; 11/1/
From: WARREN CO LINE 14884 93 To: mZHUmw. 16372 SYC/SYM TL
Category: H: Zome: SYC _WuEnm Shoulder: Q_,m._m. 0.00 Lanes:
Width
I | | i }
Last [Insp Uvﬂm fotal Samples PCI _ Ride | 5N Shoulder Overall FOD SN40 SN0
ACNPCN PCTOPER MARKING  Samples Surveyed
10/02/1997 _ 3l 92
Sample Number Type wwmm Units
03 R 2,200. mw |
|
Distress Description m wmc Quantity Units
10 L & T CR _ ﬂ 33,01 LF
m
Sample Number Type Size Units
08 R m.woo. mm
! I
Distress Ummnhwvﬁwos i sev Quantity Units
10L& T CR “ L 51,01 LF
“
Sample zjnvmh Type i w“.rmm Units
13 w R f 2, m_.o 0. mw_
]
| m f
Distr Mmmu Description ! Sev Quantity Units
: 7 EDGE CR | W L 108.03 LF “
| 7 EDGE CR | | M 26,01 LF
| 9 LANE SH uwow | M 30101 LF |
_

i Page:




Report Date: 8/23/99

Site 2919
m@_@nno_z Criterla: SJR Branc]
Sort Criteria: ZEJ
10 L & T CR

mmdmmvowmﬁmﬂ Dist

Ummnmv
7 mumm c
7 mumm C

10 L&T

Load

Climate/Durabilit)

Qther

9 thm mm DROP

wmmm Quantit

WﬁHOb

w
w

R

|
|

|

wmwmﬁma meﬁﬁmmm
y wmwmmma Upmﬂhmmm
Related Distress

#,

i

Pavement Database: HAMCO97

Inspe

D =004 And SectionlD)="B"

n%o: Report

L 33.01 LF

Quantity Units
544,85 bm_
HuH 17 H.m_
HmH 35 ﬁm
590.25 LF

wm o mmhnmbd Umacn#
Mp o mmhnmbﬁ Umazn#
Np 0 mmhomSH Umacnﬁ

|
|
|
|
_

Densit
1

¥y % Dedu
.66 3.
.4 5,
.16 i,
1.8 i,

Value
Value
Value

Page:

ct
57
52
21
28




| _
wauo.._q Date: 8/25/99
Site Name: _

ma_mﬁ?: o_._azm.

3
1
1
|

b

ﬁEﬂm mHmHEEU
mE.» o.._azm. Zonn

"271" And Section]D) ="B"

P |
Inspection mﬂmwc&
Pavement Database: EKOQ_\&

|

Network: NONE Name: HAMILTON COUNTY ENGINEER
Branch: 277 | Name: SNIDER | Use:
Seciion: B “ Surface: | AAC Family DEFAULT

_ “ m.qu“_ East Kemper 4415 ﬁ To: Fields Ertel Sm.

O»»mmo_.u F  Zone: Symm ~ Rani: 5 Sireet Type: Shoulder: Grade:
| Length Width | Area
M m 549.00 _ 21.00 137,529.00
_

|

MO.E.EW

_ Last Const:

6/ /97

Lanes:

H_mml Insp umﬁm
ACNPCN PCTOPER
om\OH\Hmmqq

Sample Number
04
_

i

_ meﬁhmmm Ummnhpﬁ
T

! L1 A

m
Sample Number
13| ‘

_

Dwmnhmmm Dmmnhvﬁﬁwon

_
| |
mmrvem.zrabmn

21 |

Distress Description

Sample zrh&mn

i

| !
eOﬁmH%mmﬁﬁwwm BCI mwam7 SN mrocwamn Overall
MARKING  Samples|Surveyed
| 7. 100
i Type m Size Units
L. 2}200. ﬂm
i
%w _mm< Quantity Units
LLIGA ﬂm CR _H - mﬂ
_ .
Type m Size Units ; M
R “ 221000, SF i
Sev Quantity Units
1 ALLIGATOR CR L . 8F
Type Size Units
R 2,200. SF “
Sev osmﬁwwnw dwwﬂm
1 bﬁhH@PﬂOw CR L | . SF
: ,
_ .
i |
ma%@m i 8ize Units _

FOD




Quantity Units

Quantity Units

ity Units

ity Units

Umacnd <chm
Umacnd Value

Umaﬁnd <mHﬁm

V Fmvmmncn muci
Fayement Darabase:HAMCO!
wm_s._," Date: 8/25/99
Site ZW.ER
mo_a&_ou n.._a__._u" ‘Where BranchID = "277" And SectioniD = "B"
Sort Criterla: None
r
]
34| R 2,200, SF
Distress Ummnhpﬁﬁwos Sev
1 bH.H_Hm.W.H.Ow CR L
Sample Number Type Size Units
44 R 2,200. SF
Distress Description Sev ! Quant
1 ALLIGATOR CR L |
Sample Number |Type Size Units
54 | R 2,/200. SF
i
! Distress Ummnhwvﬁwom Sev Quant
i 1 ALLIGATOR CR L
|
mmﬁvwm Number Type | Size Units
61! A ‘R ; 2,200. §F
| i
| Distress Description Sev
| 1 bHHHQbH@w CR L
| |
ek mmnnmnm of Umacnd <mHsmm Based [on Digtress |Mechan
bom&“ memﬁma menhmmn = 0.0 m&ﬂnmnﬁ
Climate/Durability wmwmﬁma Upmnnmmn = 0.0 Percent
Other memﬂma Udmdhmmn = 0.0 mmunmﬂd
b
w
,
i
| | ;
|




Date:8/30/99

| M ﬂmmeA of 2
|
Network ID || Branch ID Séction 1D Activity Date | | Activity Condition____| Age !
NONE | 004 B 10/2/97 Ihspection 82.00 3.92
NONE 004 B 2/18/99 Prediction '87.00 5.30
NONE * 004 B 2/18/00 Rrediction '83.00 _ 6.30
NONE 004 B 2/18/01 Prediction '80.00 7.30
NONE 004 B 2/18/02 Rrediction i77.00 8.30
NONE 004 B 2/18/03 Predictioh 74.00 9.30
_
H
i
I
I
W i
|
|
|
W m w
i
H
I
|
i m j |
: : ! |
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Network ID Branch ID Section ID | _Activity Date | | Activity Candition A _
NONE 004 C1 10/2/97 Inspection 90.00 3.92
NONE 004 C1 2/18/99 Prediction 85.00 5.30
NONE " 004 C1 2118/00 Prediction 81.00 6.30
NONE 004 c1 2/18/01 Prediction 78.00 7.30
NONE 004 C1 2/18/02 Prediction 76.00 8.30
NONE 004 C1 2/18/03 Prediction 73.00 9.30
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| NetworkID | Branch ID Section ID Activity Date | | Activity Condition Age _
NONE 277 B 6/1/97 Inspection 100.00 0.00
NONE 277 B 2/18/99 Prediction 95.00 1.72
NONE 277 B 2/18/00 Prediction g2.00 272
NONE 277 B 2/18/01 Prediction 89.00 3.72
NONE 277 B 2/18/02 Prediction 86.00 472
NONE 277 B 2/18/03 Prediction 83.00 572
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ADDITIONAL SUPPORT INFORMATION

For Program Year 2000 (July 1, 2000 through June 30, 2001), jurisdictions shall provide the
following support information to help determine which projects wiil be funded. Information
on this form must be accurate, and where called for, based on sound engineering principles.
Documentation to substantiate the individual items may be required by the Support Staff if
information does not appear to be accurate.

1) What is the condition of the existing infrastructure to be replaced, repaired, or expanded?
For bridges, submit a copy of the current State form BR-86.

Closed Poor___ X

Fair Good

Give a brief statement of the nature of the deficiency of the present facility such as:
inadequate load capacity (bridge); surface type and width; number of lanes; structural
condition; substandard design elements such as berm width, grades, curves, sight
distances, drainage structures, or inadequate service capacity. [f known, give the
approximate age of the infrastructure to be replaced, repaired, or expanded.

With an ADT of over 21,000 vehicles, the Fields Ertel & Snider Road intersection warrants a left
tum lane on each leq to adequately camy the current and future traffic.  The intersection also
warrants a traific signal that will be installed as part of the project.

2) If State Capital Improvement Program funds are awarded, how soon (in weeks or
months) after receiving the Project Agreement from OPWC (tentatively set for July 1,
2000) would the project be under contract? The Support Staff wil! be reviewing status
reports of previous projects to help judge the accuracy of a particular jurisdiction's
anticipated project schedule.

5 weekircle one)

Are preliminary plans or engineering completed?(_Yes /No

Are detailed construction pians completed? No
Are all right-of-way and easements acquired? YeNIA
*Please answer the following if applicable:

No. of parcels needed for project: 22 Of these, how many are Takes o,
Temporary _ 15 , Permanent _ 7

On a separate sheet, explain the status of the ROW acquisition process of this project
for any parcels not yet acquired.

Are all utility coordination’s completed? YeNIA

Give an estimate of time, in weeks or months, to complete any item above not yet
completed. 3 week
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3)

4)

3)

How will the proposed project affect the general health and safety of the service area?
(Typical examples may include the effects of the completed project on accident rates,
emergency response time, fire protection, heaith hazards, user benefits, commerce,
and highway capacity.) Please be specific and provide documentation if necessary to
substantiate the data.

The entire project will impact safety by adding left tum lanes, making it safer for traffic to flow, and
easjer for emeraency vehicles to maneuver in traffic. particulady at rush hour. With better access
control, it will be safer for motorists {0 tum into area businesses and intersecting roadwavs. It will also
reduce the delay time at the intersection from 22.1 seconds to 8.5 seconds. it will impact welfare by

allowing development to occur since more vehicles will be able to safely use the facllity.

What types of funds and what percent of the project cost are to be utilized for
matching funds for this project ?

Federal % oDoT % Local X 5 %
MRF % OWDA % CDBG %
Other Warren County 50 %

Note: If MRF funds are being used for matching funds, the MRF appiication must have
been filed by August 6, 1999 for this project with the Hamilton County Engineer's
Office.

Has any formal action by a federal, state, or local government agency resulted in a
ban of the use or expansion of use for the involved infrastructure? (Typical examples
include weight limits, fruck restrictions, and moratoriums or limitations on issuance of
building permits.) A copy of the approved legislation must be submitted with the
application. THE BAN MUST HAVE BEEN CAUSED BY A
STRUCTURAL/OPERATIONAL PROBLEM TO BE VALID.

Complete Ban Other Ban

(specify)
No Ban X

Wil the ban be removed after the project is completed?

Yes No
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6)

7)

8)

9)

What is the total number of existing users that will benefit as a result of the proposed
project?

ADT = 21,887 X 1.20 = 26,264 users/day

For roads and bridges, multiply current documented Average Daily Traffic by 1.2,
For public transit, submit documentation substantiating the count. Where the facility
currently has any restrictions or is partially closed, use documented traffic counts
prior to the restriction. For storm sewers, sanitary sewers, water lines, and other
related facilities, multiply the number of households in the service area by 4.

Has the jurisdiction prioritized PY 2000 applications from one through five? ('See
attached sheet to list projects.)

Yes X No

Give a brief statement concerning the regional significance of the infrastructure to be
replaced, repaired, or expanded.

Fields Ertel Road connects directly to I-71 and Reed Hartman Highway, providing a
connection between the eastem part of Hamilton County and the central part, and is one of
the busiest roadways in eastern Hamilton County. Snider Road is & major north-south
connector road intersecting with Kemper Road and Comell Road in_Hamilton County and
US 42 in Warren County. Fields Ertel Road is classified as an arteriai on the Hamilton
County Thoroughfare Plan and has_maijor regional impact.

For roadway betterment projects, provide the existing and proposed level of Service
(LOS) of the facility using the methodology outlined within AASHTQO'S “Geometric
Design of Highways and Streets"” and the 1985 Highway Capacity Manual.

Existing LOS Proposed LOS

If the proposed LOS is not "C" or better, explain why LOS "C” cannot be achieved.
{Attach separate sheets if necessary.)

How will the proposed project alleviate serious traffic problems or hazards?

The existina geometrics and 4 way stop traffic controil provide an LOS of F as demonstrated
with the capacity analysis intended to simulate the existing operation. The existing geometrics
with the addition of a new signal would still provide an LOS of F as demonstrated with the
attached capacity analysis. The construction of the left turn lanes and a new signal would
immediately improve the LOS to €. The 10 vear projected traffic volumes with proposed
improvements will provide an LOS of D. The LOS will be better than D with the construction of
two proposed through lanes on Fields Ertel Road which is proposed_as_a future Phase [l portion
of this project. The 20 year projected traffic volumes will have to be accommodated with the
construction of two proposed through [anes on Fields Erte]l Road which is_proposed as a future

Phase [| portion of this proiect.
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10)

11)

12)

Wiil the proposed project generate user fees or assessments?
Yes No X

If yes, what user fees and/or assessments will be utilized?

How will the proposed project enhance economic growth? (Please be specific)

The project will facilitate traffic flow from and to the business located in the Fields
Ertel Road/Mason Road/Union Cemetery Road area.

What fees, levies or taxes pertains to the proposed project? {Note: ltem must be
related to the type of infrastructure applied for. Example: a road improvement
project may not count fees to water customers for points, or vice-versa)

_License plate fees
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ADDITIONAL SUPPORT INFORMATION

PRIORITY LIST OF PROJECTS

PROGRAM YEAR 2000
ROUND 14

Name of Jurisdiction:  Hamilton County

Please supply the Integrating Committee a listing, in order of priority, of all projects
applied for in this round of funding. A maximum of five projects may ke listed for the
purpose of assigning priority.

Priority Name of Project (as listed on the application)

1 Clough/Woifanael Intersection Improvement

2 Harrison/Rybolt Intersection Improvement

3 Harrison/Wesselman/Johnson Intersection Improvement
4 Wyoming Avenue Bridae

5 Banning/Hanley Intersection Improvement
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SCIP/LTIP PROGRAM
ROUND 14 - FROGRAM YEAR 2000
PROJECT SELECTION CRITERIA
JULY 1, 2000 TO JUNE 30, 2001

NAME OF APPLICANT: Ahagreron ¢ 2 o 7

NAME OF PROJECT: _ /~/&¢pDS ERrRT7Ee / AL S

SCIP LTIP 272
FIELD SCORE: __ 20 Z FIELD SCORE.__ = /&
APPEAL SCORE: APPEAL SCORE:

FINAL SCORE: FINAL SCORE:

NOTE: See the attached “Addendum To The Rating System” for definitions,
explanations and clarifications to each of the criterion points of this rating
system.

1) What is the physical condition of the existing infrastructure that is to be replaced or repaired?

25 - Failed sap 5« 5 = 25

23 - Critical

20 - Very Poor LTiP 5 X = 5’

17 - Poor

2)

=)

4)

15 - Moderately Poor

10 - Moderately Fair
- Fair Condition

0 - Good or Better

How important is the project to the safefy of the Public and the citizens of the District and/or service

area? |0 Ya

25 - Highly significant importance SCIP 29 X 1 = 2'0
Considerably significant importance IOJ QOM
- Moderate importance LTIP o< X 4 = ~

’10 Minimai importance
- No measurable impact

How important is the project to the heaith of the Public and the citizens of the District and/or service

area?

[0 [0
25 - Highly significant importance SCIP @ X 1 = o
20 - Considerably significant importance OO 0
15 - Moderate importance LTIP X 0=

0 < Minimal importance

0/- No measurable impact
Does the project help meet the infrastructure repair and replacement needs of the applying jurisdiction?
Note: Jurisdiction’s priority listing (part of the Additional Support Information) must be illed with application(s).

25 - First priority project §CIP i X 2= _______/5"
20 - Second priority project
15 Third priority project LTIP ___i X 1= _ 7

10 - Fourth priority project
-~ Fifth priority project or lower



5) Will the completed project generate user fees or assessments? /

' scip O x 5 =50
No
0-Yes Ltie. /(7 x 0 =_d
6) Economic Growth — How the completed praject wili enhance economic growth (See definitionsj}.
10 — The project wiil directly secure significant new empioyers 8CiP —% X 0 = Qo
7 - The project will directly secure new employers —_
5 — The project will secure new employers LTIP = x_4 = /&

The project will permit more development
0 — The project will not impact development

7 Matching Funds - LOCAL
10 - This project is a loan or credit enhancement SCIP 0 X 5 = J
10 — 50% or higher .
8 - 40% to 49.99% o LTiP 5) X_1 = <
6 ~ 30% to 39.99% 3 /:3
4 — 20% to 29.99%
2 - 10% to 19.99%
Less than 10%
8) Matching Funds - OTHER
@ 50% or higher SCIP /a X 2 = 2-0
8 - 40% to 49.99%
6 — 30% to 39.99% =0 //d ) e /0 x 5 = §0
4 - 20% to 29.99% 0 ¢
2 - 10% to 19.99% Uj,afﬂ Y
1-1% to 9.99% No M
0 - Less than 1% O(’
9) Will the project alleviate serious traffic problems or hazards or respond to the future level of service
needs of the district? (See Addendum for definitions)
10 - Project design is for future demand. sciP 6 x_ 0 =_@
- Project design is for partial future demand. )
Project design is for current demand. LTIP Q) X_16_ = (o
4 - Project design is for minimal increase in capacity.
2 - Project design is for no increase in capacity.
10) Ability to Proceed - if SCIFP/LTIP funds are granted, when would the construction
contract be awarded? (See Addendum concerning delinguent projects)
scip S x5 = 25
LTIP b X5 = =5

@- Will be under contract by December 31, 2000 and no delinquent projects in Rounds 11 & 12
3 - Will be under contract by March 31, 2001 and/cr one delinquent project in Rounds 11 & 12

0 - Will not be under contract by March 31, 2001 and/or more than one delinquent project in Rounds 11 & 12
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11), Does the infrastructure have regional impact? Consider origination and destination of traffic, functional
classifications, size of service area, number of jurisdictions served, etc. (See Addendum for definitions)

Major impact SGIP /O X0 = o,

6 - Moderate impact LTIP /O X 1 /0
4 -
2 - Minimal or no impact

12) What is the overall economic health of the jurisdiction?
10 Points sce. & x 2 = /2
8 Points
oints LTIP (5’ X 0 = )
4 Points
2 Points
13) Has any formal action by a federal, state, or local government agency resuited in a partial or complete
ban of the usage or expansion of the usage for the involved infrastructure?
10 - Complete ban, facility closed sap O x2 = ©
8 — 80% reduction in legal load or 4 wheeled vehicles only
7 — Moratorium on future development, not functioning for current demand
6 — 60% reduction in legal load
5 - Moratorium on future development, functioning for current demand
4 — 40% reduction in legal load
O x2-_9

 — 20% reduction in legal load LTIP
Less than 20% reduction in legal load

14) What is the total number of existing daily users that will benefit as a result of the proposed project?

(10°- 16,000 or more scp /O x2 = 29
8 - 12,000 to 15,999 —
6 - 8,000 to 11,999 2@/ 2 LY e /0 x5 = 59

4 -4.000 to 7,999
2 - 3,999 and under

15) Has the jurisdiction enacted the optional $5 license plate fee, an infrastructure levy, a user fee, or
dedicated tax for the pertinent infrastructure? (Provide certification of which fees have been enacted.)

5 - Two or mare of the above sciP 3 x5 =_/5
3 One of the above
0 - None of the above LTIP 2 x5 =_/5
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ADDENDUM TO THE RATING SYSTEM

General Statement

Points awarded for all items will be based on engineering experience, field verification, application inforrnation and other
information supplied by the applicant, which is deemed to be relevani by the Support Staff. The examples listed below
are not a complete list, but only a small sampling of situations that may be relevant to a given project.

Criterion 1 - Condition

Condition is based on the amount of deterioration that is field verified or documented exclusive of capacity,
serviceability, or health and safety issues. Condition is rated only on the facility being repaired or abandoned.
{Documentation may include: ODOT BR86 reports, pavement management condition reporis, televised underground
system repaoris, age inventory reports, maintenance records, etc., and will only be considered if included in the original

application.)

Note:

Definitions:

Failed Condition - requires complete reconstruction where no part of the existing facility is salvageable. (E.g.
Roads: complete reconsiruction of roadway, curbs and base; Bridges: compiete removal and replacement of
bridge; Underground: removal and replacement of an underground drainage or water system; Hydrants:
cornpletely non functioning and replacement parts are unavailable.)

Critical Condition - requires moderate or partial reconstruction to maintain integrity. (E.g. Roads: reconstruction
of roadway/curbs can be saved; Bridges: removal and replacement of bridge with abutment medification;
Underground: remaoval and replacement of part of an underground drainage or water system; Hydrants: some
nen-functioning, others obsolete and replacement pants are unavailable.) :

Very Poor Condition - requires extensive rehabilitation to maintain integrity. (E.g. Roads: extensive full depth,
partial depth and curb repair of a roadway with a structural overlay; Bridges: superstructure replacement;
Underground: repair of joints and/or minor replacement of pipe sections; Hydrants: non-functioning and
replacement parts are available.)

Poor Condition - requires standard rehabilitation to maintain integrity (E.g. Roads: moderate full depth, partial
depth and curb repair to a roadway with no structural overlay needed or structural overlay with minor repairs to a
roadway needed; Bridges: extensive patching of substructure and replacement of deck; Underground: insituform
or other in ground repairs; Hydrants: functicnal, but leaking and reptacement parts are unavailable.

Moderately Poor Condition - requires minor rehabilitation to maintain integrity. (E.g. Roads: minor full depth,
partial depth or curb repairs to a roadway with either a thin overlay or no overlay needed; Bridges: major
structural patching and/or major deck repair, Hydrants: funclional and replacement parts are available.)
Moderately Fair Condition - requires extensive maintenance to maintain integrity. (E.g. Roads: thin or no
overlay with extensive crack sealing, minor partial depth and/or slurry or rejuvenation; Bridges: minor structural
patching, deck repair, erosion control.)

Fair Condition - requires routine maintenance to maintain integrity. (E.g. Roads: slurry seal, rejuvenation or
routine crack sealing to the roadway; Bridges: minor structural patching.)

Good or Better Condition - little io no maintenance required to maintain integrity.

If the infrastructure is in "good” or better condition, it will NOT be considered for SCIP/LTIP funding uniess it is an
expansion Project that will improve serviceability.

Criterion 2 — Safety

Note:

Definitions:

The design of the project is intended (o reduce existing accident rate, promote safer conditions, and reduce the
danger of risk, liability or injury (e.g. widening existing rcadway lanes to standard widths, adding lanes to a
roadway or bridge to increase capacity or alleviate congestion, replacing nen functioning hydrants, increasing
capacity to a water system, etc. (Documentation required.)

Examples listed above are not a complete list, but only a small sampling of situations that may be relevant to a
given project. Each project is looked at on an individual basis to determine if any aspects of this category apply.
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Criterion 3 — Health

Definitions:

The design of the project will improve the overall condition of the faciiity so as to reduce or eliminate potential for
disease, or correct concerns regarding the environmental heaith of the area (e.g. Impraving or adding storm
drainage or sanitary facilities, replacing lead jointed water lines, eic.)

Note: Examples listed above are not a complete list, but only a small sampling of situations that may be relevant to a
given project. Each project is looked at on an individual basis to determine if any aspects of this category apply.

Criterion 4 — Jurisdiction’s Priority Listing
The jurisdiction shall submit a listing in priority order of the projects for which it is applying. Points will be awarded on
the basis of most to least importance. The form is included in the Additional Support Information.

Criterion 5 — Generate Fees
Wiil the local jurisdiction assess fees for the usage of the facility or its products once the project is completed (example:
rales for water or sewer). The applying jurisdiction must submit documentation.

Criterion 6 — Economic Growth

Will the completed project enhance ecanomic growth and/or development in the service area?

Definitions:

Directly secure significant _new employvers: The project is specifically designed o secure a particular
development/employer(s), which will add at least 100 ar more new employegs. The applicant agency must supply
specific details of the development, the employer(s}, and number of new permanent employees,

Directly secure new employers: The project is specifically designed to secure development/employers, which will add
at least 50 new permanent employees. The applying agency must supply details of the development and the type and
number of new permanent empioyees.

Secure new _emplovers: The project is specifically designed to secure development/empioyers, which will add 10 or
more new permanent employess. The applying agency must submit details.

Permit mare_development: The project is designed to permit additional business development. The applicant must
supply details.

The project will not impact development: The project will have no impact on business development.

Criterion 7 — Matching Funds - Local
The percentage of matching funds which come directly from the budget of the applying local govemment.

Criterion 8 — Matching Funds - Other
The percentage of matching funds that come directly from outside funding sources.

Criterion 9 — Alleviate Traffic Probiems

The jurisdiction shall provide a narrative, along with pertinent support documentation, describing the existing deficiencies
and showing how congestion or hazards will be reduced or eliminated and how service will be improved to meet the
needs of any expected growth or development. A formal capacity analysis accompanying the application would be
beneficiai, Prajected traffic or demand should be calculated as follows:

Existing users x design year factor = projected users

Desian Year Design year factor

Urban Suburban Rural
20 1.40 1.70 1.60
10 1.20 1.35 1.30

Definitions:

Fuiure demand — Project will ¢liminate existing congestion or deficiencies and will provide sufficient capacity or service
for twenty-year projected demand or fully developed area conditions. Justification must be supplied if the area is already
largely developed or undevelopable and thus the projection factors used deviate from the above table.
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Criterion 9 — Alleviate Traffic Problems - continued

Partial future demand — Project will eliminate existing congestion or deficiencies and will provide sufficient capacity or
service for ten-year projected demand or partially developed area conditions, Justification must be supplied if the area is
already largely developed or undevelopable and thus the projection factars used deviate from the above table.

Current demand - Project will eliminate existing congestion or deficiencies and will provide sufficient capacity or service
only for existing demand and conditions.

Minimal increase — Froject will reduce but not eliminate existing congestion or deficiencies and will provide a minimal
but less than sufficient increase in existing capacity or service for existing demand and conditions,

No increase — Project wiil have no effect on existing congestion or deficiencies and provide no increase in capacity or
service for existing demand and conditions.

Criterion 10 - Ability to Proceed

The Support Staff will assign points based on engineering experience and OPWC defined delinquent projects. A project
is considered delinquent when it has not received a notice to proceed within the time stated on the original application
and no time extension has heen granted by the OPWC. A jurisdiction receiving approval for a preiect and subsequently
canceling the same after the bid date on the application may be considered as having a delinguent project.

Criterion 11 - Regional Impact
Definitions:

Major impaci - Roads: major multi-jurisdictional route, primary feed route to an Interstate, Federal Aid Primary
routes,

Moderate Impact - Roads: principal thoroughfares, Federal Aid Urban routes

Minimal / No Impact - Roads; cul-de-sacs, subdivision streets

Criterion 12 — Economic Health
The jurisdiction's economic health is predetermined by the District 2 integrating Committese. The economic health of a
jurisdiction may periodically be adjusted when census and other budgetary data are updated.

Criterion 13 - Ban

The jurisdiction shall provide documentation to show that a facility ban or moratorium has been placed, The ban or
moratorjum must have been caused by a structurai or operational problem. Points will only be awarded if the end rasuit
of the project will cause the ban to be lifted.

Criterion 14 - Users

The applying jurisdiction shail provide documentation. Appropriate documentation may include current traffic counts,
househoids served, when converted to a measurement of persons. Public transit users are permitted to be counted for
the roads and bridges, but only when certifiable ridership figures are provided.

Criterion 15 — Fees, Levies, Etc.
The applying jurisdiction shall provide documentation to show which fees, levies or taxes is dedicated toward the type of
infrastructure being applied for.



